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The InterAmerican Court of Human
Rights had no such reluctance in as-
signing blame to the Honduran govern-
ment during its adjudication of a case
brought against the Government of
Honduras by the InterAmerican Com-
mission on Human Rights in 1987. In
deciding the case of Honduran citizen
Velasquez Rodriquez the Court found
that “‘a practice of disappearances car-
ried out or tolerated by Honduran offi-
cials existed between 1981-84.”” And, as
I mentioned earlier, based upon an ex-
tensive review of U.S. intelligence in-
formation by the CIA Working Group
in 1996, the CIA is prepared to stipulate
that ‘‘during the 1980-84 period, the
Honduran military committed most of
the hundreds of human rights abuses
reported in Honduras. These abuses
were often politically motivated and
officially sanctioned.”

Moreover, Mr. Negroponte should
have been forewarned to look for signs
of government sponsored human rights
abuses in light of concerns that his
predecessor Ambassador Jack Binns, a
career foreign service officer, had
raised with the State Department con-
cerning the mind set of the architect of
Honduras’ domestic countersubversion
program with respect to a willingness
to extrajudicial means in the context
of such programs. Ambassador Binns
was speaking about General Gustavo
Alvarez who became Commander in
Chief of the Honduran Armed Forces in
1982, and who had been Commander of
Honduran Public Security Forces,
FUSEP, from 1980-82.

Based upon the Committee’s review
of State Department and CIA docu-
ments, it would seem that Ambassador
Negroponte knew far more about gov-
ernment perpetuated human rights
abuses than he chose to share with the
committee in 1989 or in Embassy con-
tributions at the time to annual State
Department Human Rights reports.
For example, a Negroponte cable sum-
marizing meetings between Congress-
man Solarz and Honduran government
officials in January 1985 makes note of
a Honduran official’s concerns about
future human rights abuses due to
“fears that there might still be some
‘‘secret operating cells” left from the
Alvarez era,” here referring to General
Alvarez who had headed the Honduran
armed forces until he was removed in
1984 by his fellow officers.

I don’t quite know the difference be-
tween a ‘‘death squad’ and ‘‘secret op-
erating cells’”, but since Ambassador
Negroponte is officially on record as
saying that no death squads existed in
Honduras during his tenure, there must
be some difference.

There are also discrepancies with re-
spect to when he became aware of cer-
tain cases where Honduran authorities
were secretly detaining and torturing
Hondurans suspected of subversion.
And how he chose to report those cases
to Washington. The case of dual na-
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tional Ines Consuelo Murillo comes
most readily to mind. Her detention
and torture was described in detail on
April 15, 1995 in the Baltimore Sun.

These are but a few examples. There
were others which taken together,
paint a very mixed picture of whether
the U.S. embassy was doing much to
discourage Honduran government prac-
tices or how comprehensively it was
collecting and reporting on such
abuses. Having said that, there were no
“smoking guns’ in the documents that
have been provided to the Committee.

I know that this week is not just any
week. I also know that the President is
anxious to have an ambassador at the
United Nations is a high priority, par-
ticularly in light of recent events. I
will not stand in the way of the Senate
moving forward with this nomination.
I believe that yesterday’s decision by
the Committee on Foreign Relations to
put on the public record all the addi-
tional declassified information that it
has compiled in reviewing this nomina-
tion will contribute to the healing and
reconciliation that is still ongoing in
Honduras.

Finally I would say a word of caution
to other career foreign service officers,
particularly junior officers, that they
not consider this nominee’s lack of
candor before the committee as a
model to be emulated. A United States
Ambassador is a representative of the
United States Government and ulti-
mately works for the American people.
That means that our ambassadors have
an obligation to be truthful and forth-
coming in relations with Congress as
we are the people’s representatives. If
they are under instruction to withhold
information as a matter of policy they
should say so. Then, we can take it up
with their superiors if we choose to do
so. In my estimation, Mr. Negroponte
did neither in his dealings with the
Congress. I am deeply saddened to
come to that judgement. Having said
that Ambassador Negroponte has had a
distinguished career and on balance
has discharged his responsibilities ably
and honorably. For that reason, I in-
tend to give him the benefit of the
doubt in light of how extremely polar-
ized relations between the Congress
and the Executive were over U.S. pol-
icy in Central America when he was
serving as Ambassador in Honduras. I
will therefore support his nomination
to the position of the U.S. Permanent
Representative to the United Nations.

———

LEGISLATIVE SESSION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will now
resume legislative session.

——
NATIONAL HISTORICALLY BLACK

COLLEGES AND UNIVERSITIES
WEEK

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent the Judiciary Com-
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mittee be discharged from consider-
ation of S. Res. 159, and the Senate
then proceed to its immediate consid-
eration.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered. The clerk
will report the resolution by title.

The assistant legislative clerk read
as follows:

A resolution (S. Res. 159) designating the
week beginning September 16, 2001, as ‘‘Na-
tional Historically Black Colleges and Uni-
versities Week.”

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to the consideration of the
resolution.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent the resolution and pre-
amble be agreed to en bloc and that the
motion to reconsider be laid upon the
table, with no intervening action.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The resolution (S. Res.
agreed to.

The preamble was agreed to.

The resolution, with its preamble,
reads as follows:

S. RES. 159

Whereas there are 105 historically black
colleges and universities in the United
States;

Whereas black colleges and universities
provide the quality education so essential to
full participation in a complex, highly tech-
nological society;

Whereas black colleges and universities
have a rich heritage and have played a
prominent role in American history;

Whereas black colleges and universities
have allowed many underprivileged students
to attain their full potential through higher
education; and

Whereas the achievements and goals of his-
torically black colleges and universities are
deserving of mnational recognition: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved,

SECTION 1. DESIGNATION OF NATIONAL HIS-
TORICALLY BLACK COLLEGES AND
UNIVERSITIES WEEK.

The Senate—

(1) designates the week beginning Sep-
tember 16, 2001, as ‘‘National Historically
Black Colleges and Universities Week’’; and

(2) requests that the President of the
United States issue a proclamation calling
on the people of the United States and inter-
ested groups to observe the week with appro-
priate ceremonies, activities, and programs
to demonstrate support for historically
black colleges and universities in the United
States.

159) was

——————

ORDER THE RECORD REMAIN
OPEN UNTIL 3:30 P.M.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the RECORD remain
open today until 3:30 for statements
and introduction of bills.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

———

MEASURE INDEFINITELY
POSTPONED—S. 1426

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that once H.R. 2888, the
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emergency supplemental appropria-
tions bill, is enacted into law, action
on S. 1426 be vitiated and the bill then
be indefinitely postponed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, on behalf of
Senator DASCHLE, I would like to ex-
tend my appreciation to everyone who
allowed us to complete these nomina-
tions.

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, on behalf
of myself and Senator WARNER, pursu-
ant to section 3(b) of S. Res. 400 of the
94th Congress, we ask unanimous con-
sent that S. 1428, the Intelligence Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2002, be
sequentially referred to the Committee
on Armed Services for a period not to
exceed 30 days.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

———————

TRIBUTE TO TERRY LYNCH

Mr. SHELBY. Mr. President, I rise
today in remembrance of a long-time
former employee of mine, Terry Mi-
chael Lynch. Terry was killed Tuesday
morning at the Pentagon in the tragic
and senseless events of a day that will
never be forgotten in America. Terry
worked for me for over 15 years, both
in the House of Representatives and
the U.S. Senate, and I would like to
take this opportunity to reflect on the
life of a dedicated family man and a
true patriot.

Terry was born in 1952 in Youngs-
town, Ohio, Terry grew up as the son of
a steel-factory administrator. he grad-
uated from high school in Youngstown,
and received both his bachelor’s and
master’s degrees in history from
Youngstown State. It was there that
Terry met his wife of 24 years, Jackie.

Terry worked on Capitol Hill as an
aide to former Alabama Republican
Congressman Albert Lee Smith. Some
of you might remember the Congress-
man. He began working for me in 1983,
when I was a Member of the U.S. House
of Representatives. When I entered the
race for the United States Senate in
1986, Terry was one of the first volun-
teers to take personal time away from
his family here in Virginia and travel
throughout Alabama doing any task
that was needed. Terry came over to
the U.S. Senate with me as my Legisla-
tive Assistant assigned to the Armed
Services Committee and continued in
that position from 1987 through 1994. In
1995, Terry became a professional staff
member of the Senate Intelligence
Committee and for two years brought
his expertise to the Intelligence Com-
mittee. He subsequently worked as a
member of the professional staff of the
Senate Veterans’ Affairs Committee
chaired by Senator SPECTER. Terry was
most recently employed by the con-
sulting firm of Booz Allen and Ham-
ilton.

To say and give you all of this back-
ground does not touch the essence of
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Terry Lynch. He was one of the most
loyal, caring, unpretentious, and com-
passionate human beings I have ever
had the privilege of knowing. Terry
was a foundation of strength and sta-
bility for everyone that knew and loved
him. He was the kindest soul and the
most dedicated and loving father to his
two daughters, Tiffany and Ashley.
Terry’s passion for helping others, es-
pecially the men and women in uni-
form with which he so closely worked,
was always evident over the course of
his career. This week, former staff
members have called from all over the
world to express their deep grief. And,
although they had not seen Terry in
many years, he made such a strong im-
pact on all of us that to this day, he
still lives on in each of our hearts in
some way. Terry Lynch’s spirit and his
memory will forever be with us—the
people who worked with him and knew
him in the House of Representatives,
who worked with him and knew him in
the Senate, and who worked with him
and knew him in the Pentagon where
he died.

We are all, I believe, better people for
having known Terry Michael Lynch.

Terry was an intelligent man with a
heart of gold. He was also a great
American. His life should not have
ended in this unfortunate and pre-
mature manner, because he had so
much ahead of him. But I promise you
I will do everything in my power to en-
sure that Terry’s life, and the lives of
all Americans affected by this terrible
tragedy, did not end in vain.

Mr. President, I yield the floor.

————

LOCAL LAW ENFORCEMENT ACT
OF 2001

Mr. SMITH of Oregon. Mr. President,
I rise today to speak about hate crimes
legislation I introduced with Senator
KENNEDY in March of this year. The
Local Law Enforcement Act of 2001
would add new categories to current
hate crimes legislation sending a sig-
nal that violence of any kind is unac-
ceptable in our society.

I would like to describe a terrible
crime that occurred December 19, 1997
in Stockton, CA. A high school student
was allegedly beaten by a group of
youths who believed he was gay. Two
youths, ages 16 and 17, were charged
with civil rights violations.

I believe that government’s first duty
is to defend its citizens, to defend them
against the harms that come out of
hate. The Local Law Enforcement En-
hancement Act of 2001 is now a symbol
that can become substance. I believe
that by passing this legislation, we can
change hearts and minds as well.

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I want
to thank the managers of this bill for
their hard work in putting forth this
legislation which provides federal fund-
ing for numerous vital programs.

This bill provides funding for fighting
crime, enhancing drug enforcement,
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and responding to threats of terrorism.
It further addresses the shortcomings
of the immigration process, funds the
operation of the judicial process, facili-
tates commerce throughout the United
States, and supports the needs of the
State Department and various other
agencies.

Regrettably, this bill spends at a
level 4.4 percent higher than the level
enacted in fiscal year 2001 which is
greater than the 4 percent increase in
discretionary spending than the Presi-
dent wanted to adhere to.

In real dollars, this is $720 million in
additional spending above the amount
requested by the President, and a $1.7
billion increase in spending from last
year. So far this year, with just five ap-
propriations bills already passed,
spending levels have already exceeded
the President’s budget request by more
than $6.6 billion.

A good amount of this increase is in
the form of parochial spending for
unrequested projects. In this bill, I
have identified approximately 600 ear-
marks totaling $2 billion, which is
greater than the 470 earmarks, totaling
$1.5 billion, in the bill passed last year.

There are hundreds of millions of dol-
lars in pork-barrel spending and legis-
lative riders that are riddled through-
out this bill. The multitude of
unrequested earmarks buried in this
measure will undoubtedly further bur-
den the American taxpayers. While the
amounts associated with each indi-
vidual earmark may not seem extrava-
gant, taken together, they represent a
serious diversion of taxpayers’ hard-
earned dollars at the expense of numer-
ous programs that have undergone the
appropriate merit-based selection proc-
ess.

For example, under funding for the
Department of Justice, some examples
of earmarks include: $3 million to the
University of Connecticut to fund the
Prison Health Research Project; $3 mil-
lion for a grant to the Clearwater,
Idaho EDA for the Lewis and Clark Bi-
centennial Bi-State Public Safety
Project; $1 million for a grant to the
Alaska Native Justice Center Restora-
tive Justice programs; $1.6 million for
the Montana Highway Patrol for com-
puter upgrades; and $725,000 for the
City of Jackson, Mississippi, for their
public safety automated technologies
system.

Under funding for the Department of
Commerce, some of the earmarks in-
clude: $500,000 for the Central Cali-
fornia Ozone Study; $500,000 for the
International Pacific Research Center
at the University of Hawaii; $1.256 mil-
lion for the Alaska Near Shore Fish-
eries; $350,000 for the South Carolina
Taxonomic Center; $1.75 million for the
Alaska Fisheries Development Founda-
tion; $500,000 for weather radio trans-
mitters in Wyoming; $4 million for the
Institute for Politics at Harvard Uni-
versity; and $6 million for the Thayer
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